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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claims 1, 10, 12 objected to because of the following informalities: The word 
"entifying" in claim 1, line 4 should be "identifying". The word "line" in claims 10 and 12 was 
duplicated. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-2, 13, 15 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Anderson (USPN 5283829) (hereinafter referred to as Anderson). 

Re claims 1-2: Anderson teaches a method for conducting a financial transaction of a registered 
user using a common telecommunications device over a communication network, comprising the 
steps of: identifying an incoming message by an identifier assigned to the device from which the 
incoming message is transmitted (col. 3. lines 43-47); verifying the device as a registered user 
device based on the identifier (col. 3, lines 43-45); receiving payment instructions to a third party 
from the registered user device (col. 3, lines 47-56); contacting a financial institution selected by 
the registered user device to electronically transfer fiands to a financial institution selected by the 
third party (Fig. 1, RN{600, 700, 900}). 
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Re claim 13: Anderson teaches the step of overriding the incoming telephone number identifier 
by a manually entered number recognizable as an alternative identified number in the verifying 
step (col. 8, lines 35-42). 

Re claims 15 and 25: Anderson teaches an initial step of registering a user as a registered user 
(col. 3, lines 23-29). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Ca, 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 



Claims 23, 24 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson. 
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Re claims 23-24 and 36: Anderson does not explicitly teach cellular phone and PDA having dial- 
up capability over a telephonic netv^ork; wherein the device is a dedicated device at an 
authorized licensee of the lottery commission. However, Anderson teaches telephone. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Anderson to include cellular phone, PDA and any other dedicated device or terminal at an 
authorized licensee of the lottery commission. One would have been motivated to do these in 
order provide for increased flexibility by using alternatives to regular phones having dial-up 
capabilities to perform the same function. 

Claims 3, 14, 19, 22, 26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Anderson as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Colyer et al (USPN 6745196) 
(hereinafter referred to as Colyer). 

Re claims 3 and 19: Anderson does not explicitly teach prompting the user to select a password; 
confirming the password; Colyer teaches prompting the user to select a password; confirming the 
password (col. 10, lines 57-58, Figs. 5A-5B). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to modify Anderson to include these steps as taught by 
Colyer. One would have been motivated to do these in order ensure the password selected by the 
user is one that can be easily remembered. 
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Re claims 14 and 22: Anderson does not explicitly teach the step of confirming the registered 
user by voice; prompting the user to provide voice identification after selection of password. 
Official notice is hereby taken that it is old and well known to confirm user by voice; prompting 
the user to provide voice identification after selection of password. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Anderson to include this 
step. One would have been motivated to do this in order to provide an alternative form of 
verification and/or to provide another layer of authentication. 

Re claim 26: See claims 1 and 3 analyses, above. Also, Anderson fiarther teaches identifying a 
selected financial institution account by entering a related account number (col. 3, lines 27-30). 

Re claim 27: See claims 26 and 23 analyses, above. 

Claims 30-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Anderson 
as applied in claim 27 above, and fiirther in view of Scagnelli et al (USPN 5816919) (hereinafter 
referred to as Scagnelli). 

Re claims 30, 32 and 33: Anderson does not explicitly teach receiving an order to purchase a 
game (col. 7, lines 61-66); activating the game (col. 12, lines 7-12); informing the user of the 
outcome of the game (col. 12, lines 7-12); and electronically transferring any winnings to the 
selected account of the user (col. 12, lines 7-12); wherein the game includes a random number 
generator and wherein a certain sequence of numbers identifies a win (col. 8, lines 1 1-20); 
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wherein the customer may select a sequence of numbers to match by entering the number 
sequence via a key pad on the device (col. 8, lines 44-47). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Anderson to include these steps as 
taught by Scagnelli. One would have been motivated to do this in order to expand the 
functionality of the process as applicable to the lottery wagering system. 



Re claim 3 1 : See claim 23 analysis, above. 

Claims 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson in view of Colyer as applied to claim 19 above, and further in view of Dworkin et al 
(USPN 6026148) (hereinafter referred to as Dworkin). 

Re claims 20 and 21 : Anderson does not explicitly teach the step of informing the user of legal 
notices and disclaimers prior to the identification of an account; the step of terminating the 
registration process upon completion of the informing step. Dworkin teaches the step of 
informing the user of legal notices and disclaimers prior to the identification of an account; the 
step of terminating the registration process upon completion of the informing step (col. 3, line 
64- col. 4, line 7). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Anderson to include these steps as taught by Dworkin. One would have been 
motivated to do these in order to inform the user of systems legal rights and/or responsibilities. 
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Claims 4- 12 and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Lawlor et al (USPN 5220501) 
(hereinafter referred to as Lawlor). 

Re claim 4-12: Anderson does not explicitly teach contacting each of said financial institutions 
via the ATM system network; wherein the electronic transfer of fiinds in on-line; confirming the 
transfer of funds to the third party; confirming the transfer of funds to the registered user; 
logging the transfer of funds; generating a report for the end user showing all fund transfers on 
the behalf of the registered user; providing the report online to the registered user; generating a 
report for the third party user showing all find transfers on the behalf of the registered user; 
providing the report online to the third party. Lawlor teaches contacting each of said financial 
institutions via the ATM system network (Abstract, col. 22, line 44-col. 23, line 8); wherein the 
electronic transfer of funds in on-line (Abstract); confirming the transfer of funds to the third 
party (Abstract, col. 22, lines 33-41); confirming the transfer of funds to the registered user 
(Abstract, col. 22, lines 33-41); logging the transfer of funds (col. 34, line 27); generating a 
report for the end user showing all fund transfers on the behalf of the registered user (col. 34, line 
27); providing the report online to the registered user (col. 34, line 27); generating a report for 
the third party user showing all find transfers on the behalf of the registered user (col. 34, line 
27); providing the report online to the third party (col. 34, line 27). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Anderson to include these 
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steps as taught by Lawlor. One would have been motivated to do these in order to expedite the 
transfer of funds between the parties. 

Re claims 16-18: Anderson does not explicitly teach wherein the financial institution and related 
account of the registered user is identified by an account number supplied by the registered user; 
wherein the account number is a debit card number for accessing the registered user account via 
an ATM system network; supplying the PIN number assigned to the debit card. Lawlor teaches, 
wherein the financial institution and related account of the registered user is identified by an 
account number supplied by the registered user; wherein the account number is a debit card 
number for accessing the registered user account via an ATM system network; supplying the PIN 
number assigned to the debit card (col. 20, lines 32-33). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Anderson to include these steps as 
taught by Lawlor. One would have been motivated to do these in order to expedite the transfer of 
funds between the parties. 

Re claims 28 and 29: See claims 17 and 18 analyses, above. 
Re claims 34 and 35: See claims 17 and 18 analyses, above 



Re claims 37: See claim 23 analysis, above 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Leaden (USPN 5327485) discloses telephone lottery play system. 
Walker et al (USPN 5083272) discloses interactive telephone lottery system with a 
verification code. 

Entenmann et al (USPN 4996705) discloses use of telecommunications systems for 

lotteries 

Reese (USPN 4969183) discloses telephone lotto number system and service. 
Scanlon et al (USPN 5083272) discloses telecommunications access to lottery system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Olabode Akintola whose telephone number is 571-272-3629. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30AM -5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 571-272-6747. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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